— 


As LATELY PUBIIs HE. 


Vindicated from the ABUSE of 5 = 


: * * — 
* 
ö 1 LY 
l . » 
5 9 | 
- WT 


The Wonderful Gznivs and ABILITIES of 9 = 
thoſe Gentlemen for Cxrriciom, ſet 1 


forth, celebrated, and extolled, 3 
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The EDITOR of KING LEAR, _ 
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TRAGEDY. O 
8 the new edition of Sale | 
Was attacked in a very rude and ſean- 
Adalous manner, by the Critical Re- 
Viewers ; and the patron, the editor, and : ano- 
ther perſon who had no concern therein (but 
7 judgeck to be the editor) were 
treated in very abuſive and ſeurrilous terms, by 
this ſociety'of gentlemen; as in their title-pags 
they are pleaſed to ſtile themſelves; it Was 
thought: 'proper, upon preſenting another play 
Ras ot B | 00 | 


„ 4 1 
: _ 1 2 
It et HRS, 


' 


| 15 fufficiently 
-Friter of "that forged. af: from . 


A VINDICATION 


to the public, to vindicate the ſaid edition of 


© Tear from the baſe. aſperſions and miſtepren- 
tations which theſe — in criticiſm had 
caſt upon it. 


But that the ml may bernd ce 


cauſe of all this abuſe, they muſt be informed, 


that George Steevens, Eſq; and Dr. > ih 4: _ 
fon, Mio Cad of hee, Inave pu 

edition of Shakeſpeare without m_ (and 
whoſe many and groſs. errors and neglects have, 
as they occurred in the courſe of collating, 
been taken notice of in the new edition of 


Tan #dcWwbibed:ogether, as co- editors of 
another edition of the ſame author, which is 
no printing off by Meſſrs. V. & J. Richardſon. 


Theſe two editors are Fiends to the Cyiti- 


cal der een and one on, both of them * 
fiogal, a ſhNtants and contributars, to them, if 


not actually of their, ſociety. And. is is Araugly 
A de that Mr, Heevens ig tha gentle- 


maß who, exerted his critical, gepins in, be 


| __ 0 


ing Laar; as it has been tacitly 
ned, by Pr. J ohyſon. (though it appeared 
3 the ile), that he was tha 


. 6 — 


bi {N10 11% A R. 


| a Gehen te coma Th, MN 4 
8 --which: was inſerted in the Public Advert 9 
| herein the — 


the 


Al the geography of his native & oy 07 Te 
lenting | Gopſa! (the feat” of Mr. Jemen) us - 
ſome city or Htge'towh 3 3 — His faculty 
* ſatire, by the meaneſt kind of abuſe, Flad 
pe. Jen used ds much defiberatibn irt puts 1 
1 ung pen to paper) as he ſometimes does'ln 3 

| | cdroſſing a channel, he would never have' "Ex. N 
| — poſe himſelf "by {6 bungling and ridicuſous : A 


contrivance as this ſame letter is. noh n 
It is no wonder, that theſe gentlemen ſhould 1 
do their utmoſt to prevent the {ale of a bock _} 
chat echibited to the public their faults na 
Eh "omiſſions, ' eſpecially when they” were about 4 
7 publiſhing another edition of their on; ane 
- -  "that'they chould engage their Rds, c. che Cr. 
NN. rica Reviewers) in their quarrel: but why an 
Attack ſhould be made at random, 3 
* judgement, decency,” truth, common ſenſe, ore 
: common honeſty, it is their buſinets to _ 
It ſhall be ours to prove, that ths MORT 


% 


| has been made is ſüctr᷑n. 1 
| :  bobbe eh 2441 a (th 40 een r | 
> : 129318 3 g | B 2 
[ 
, L | 
oh 


ear? bY 4 7 = boſs: 44 = „ rt thv4 
* no objedtion, and Treg doubt, read, 


it carefully over (as all: honeſt criticks would 
uſe a book before they ae their opinion of 


it into the world) they were well ſatisfied with 
that; they could find no faults in it; other- 
wiſe we ſhould have how: ſure to hear of 
—_ | nnn, „ 

To the. Sener Faun — * no objec- 
tion but that they are ew; they could diſ- 


cover nothing to cenſure in what there are. 


They have not ventured to give a ſpecimen: if 


they could have pitched upon one abſurd, or 
4rifling note, they would have given it. But 
they ſay, Some notes are adopted (ſome- 
5 «« times without ne eee from the 

other commentators. We do not know 
that there is one note taken from any commen- 
,tator, which we have, not acknowledged; if 


den had found any, they ſhould have referred 


;t9 them. , 
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The ſketch of the play, prefixed, to ſerve 
the purpoſes of an index, the directions added 


ſcoties ith! vhithievory: cba ap and 
the marking the number of the act and ſcene 
at the top of every other page; theſe ne im- 
provemients, added for the caſe? of the reader, 
they do not object againſt, and were afraid to 
, leſt ſome ſmall — 
to the editor thereby. * ad en 
form the - public; thut the edition is printed» 
with uncommon neatneſs, at the e 
Meſſrs. William and Jobn Richardſon. ' 
why this extravagant praiſe of tho 3 
The reaſon is apparent; Moſſrs. Milliam and 
John Richardſon are the printers of the new 
edition by Meſſra. Stecuens and Johnson; and 
therefore, although their edition may happen 
to be deficient in every thing elſe, it will pro- 
bably have the ſame merit as Lear with regard 
to the uncommon neatneſs of the type. And 
we may likewiſe conjecture, that he will not 
propheſy /cafingly who ſhall foretell, that the 
Critical Reviewers will applaud to the ſkies this 
edition of theirs as ſoon as i 

LEY LM: 3613.2: 3H 1 2611 bt Ni 940% 
885 By. 
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pho On: — thi vols! 
lates > and his cantot / ſuppoſo thay: de; 
iranitally i gor patienee · aud induſtry ae r 
tainly., pralſe-woithy,. aywatdbbbiolntely cer; 
* r be oſtend mod 

an honeſt one; And Naweverrthe Critical Re- 
viewers may themſelves diſrtgardꝭ theſe ue 
Figgtions; | they; wanld ſaatrely have the; her- 
dan to ridiaule, thats in theidface of the 
World. 1 l 8 een nor ior Hv 
The oe 60 fil % likebvide they do not nal 
id queſtion i to: Sl ee eee ee 
The great obzestinn thay make, and the u j e 
aſfence they have taken, is that the editor id 3 
to ent in His col latione 2 he has done o- 
thing more ( not this better than doing 
ſamething leſs h) than; was neceflary i heb has 
of a work of ſupcreragation:; he has beem more 
io duſtrious in turning over the ſeveral editions 
of Shut peure, and mene faithful in giving the 
publie all the different readings he hae becb 
able to diſtover. than any editor that went be · 
fore him. He has done that which . alb his 


| FA ; s 0 66 pre 


* 


fackiſlaviſh-work; duch erakted geniuſes a 
they (it 18 confeſſod) would be out of chert 
element in dtudging through” ſo vatuhfndus 
an aut hur with fuch eure and eractneſb, Bue 
che queſtion hore is not what a man win ether . 
diſdain or condeſcend to do, but whit is his 
duty to dd in uny worte he undertakes! Sta. 
viſh aud dirty work muſt bo done as well a 
that which is eaſy and clean. The. Oriticul 
Neviewers have bound themſelves down te the 
publie, to read, carefully to exatniney tb weigh, 
judge, and determine, of the merit of every 
publication. Severe drudgery is Heirs if they 
do their duty, and very naſty is ſometimes 
their buſineſs. They diſdain not to pry even 
into every ordure of literary: evacuation; : But 
it is in this part of their buſineſs they 
chiefly make an rolat; they are famous for ſuo- 
ceſd in Their eritieiſmo on ſuch works as Tom 
Thutab, Jack the Giant killer, or The Loves 5 
of Mirtil. Here they can triumph, aud the 


poor culprit of an author has no chance with 
chem. 


B 4 To 


© would-be. ſufficient to anſwer, that it is the 
duty of every editor who pretends to collato 


think a trifling. | inſignificant difference of 
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N bemem of the page, would ſhew that there is 
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2 VI N DICATION 
{190 minute exadiicſs, it 


79 
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to, give all he different readings of the ſeveral 
editions af his work ; otherwiſe he impoſes on 
the public, who, from the title of a col. 
lated works; muſt naturally expect all the 
different readings: and if in the courſe of 
collating he meets with what he may. juſtly 


reading, he is not at liberty to ſuppreſs it; 
he muſt produce it, and leave it to the pub- 
lic to judge whether it be inſgnifcamt -or 


* 
. 0 
* 1 $.I " 7 LY 
nor. 1 41 bY "#3 1 7 384 17 ets | «13 $3", * . 


The Critical Reviewers, n note at the 


no neceſſity of collating the three laſt folios: 


never differ from the firſt but through accident 
or e e ng ___ are FUR * pv 
a all.“ 441; 12 5 Lu 


98 * 1 Y 7 EF n 
11 12 * Hake 4 EF +3 G44 £5: -- £333 22 Fits » 4 E445 - 
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they ſay, It is worth while to remark, that 
the ſecond, third, and fourth folios, which ap- 
pear to have been thus induſtriouſſy collated, 


5 TITEL 
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OPK ING LEARN. 4 


only produce the two following readings out 
unn 
kind. RN Mee 
Hamlet, AR. III. Se. 3. Ahe three firſt 
ſolios read needful ; the fourth, heedful;*" Here 
the fourth folio reads with the quartos, and in 
this place is of more authority chan the firſt. 

Act. IV. Sc. 6. The" firſts folio reads / Poli- 


tician, the reſt n which is the true 


reading. e 1 
— AI i 2 wr. 13 | 14 31 41 14 3 1 213 q eee fu : A 
** — Tiki the l din bauen, 


32 
6 er ns oo ez yas at 4% 
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Whence we Huy perceive, „that the later 


folios ſometimes correct the errors of the firſt; 


and this is evidently done, not through accident 


or neghgence, but with deſign. Was it worth 


<vhile to aſſert a direct falſhood, only to make 


the public believe, that there was ants 4 
of collating the three laſt folios? ? 
The Critical Reviewers have culled (for ey 


have not given them fairly in their courſe) ſe- 


| you readings which they think are inſignifi- 


cnc 
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eigen . OL 4 
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- Now thou gh ſuch readings as theſe make 
4 no differenee in the ſenſe, they do in the mea 


„„ 


ſitre of the poetry; and, on that account, are 


not; 90 looked upon as . aged 
$95 ee rote adfy Pn eee Fink 115 
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g . They Haidule our raking 1 notice of tarlon pk, 
= An how the! following: note, 1 We 
=_ 4 There is no ſtop im the ben aan but i in we. 
1 0 a period ⸗- 10 

But this is an unfair quotation, made by, fk they 
have omitted that part of the note which ſhews that the 55 


dn pointing in 'this place is thaterlat 1 ui whole dare h 
follows: - 4 #114111 YIFY in en: Th bY 


n ee) 


el 4 | There 


. they woll. 2230 3435-7 0A 


add 


—— of Shateſpeare- bnd been 
in his bollations. We have; nover yet had a 
correct edition of him : thore are perpetual; 
blunders: in thoſe of the grentaſt zuthbritq v 
aud in ſbme caſos W] are abliged, from letter 
put together; making no word, to gueſs tha. 
word Shaleſpeart meant. No, though an 
editor, in theſa xaſes may be allowed to con. 
je ure, yet i it is his duty to give theſe muti- 
| Ived readings, that the public may be indulged, 
this view, ſome readings that at preſent appear. 
inſignificant, may hereafter be aſſiſtant to the 
oritieal conjecturet hen any new diſficulties 
may ſtart; and on this account an editot may 
not, with ſafety, omit any various reading, 
though ever ſo trifling ; becauſe hie knows not 
what may, or what en not, become f 
uſe. Wii | . 
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0 « There v, vs de in he gun e e 
a 16% is a period, which ſeems to give the better, ſenfe, Upon 


4 Examining her own fincete heart, the duch tier te ent 
bene nay OY #9 306} CIO) 
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„ nptekrton“ 


editor of Shileſſeare ſhould be In exact een, 


to make it appear to the public, that Shakeſpeare” 


has actually been collated by him. Such a 
work has been long defired ; but it may be 
affirmed, with certainty, that chis hath never 
yet been done. The cuſtom of almoſt all the 
modern editors hath been to have recourſe to- 
the quatto's, only when they found difficulties 
ariſe in the ſenſe of their author. What Rows 
chiefly did was correcting the ſpelling and 
pointing of one of the folios, making a few 
alterations of his own, and but ſeldom conſult- 
y the quartos, and ſo comtnitting his folio- 
to the preſs. Aſter Rows cane Pope, who, in 
any difficulty that occurred, had recourſe to 
the quartos, and by them corrected the edition 
of 'Rowe, adding ſome poliſhings of his own, 
and iti ſeveral places modernizing his author; _ 
In like manner, each ſucceeding editor has 
roceeded, correcting the editors that went 


before, and introducing by bits and ſeraps, 


ſome of the old readings, and ſome of his own 
conjectures; (but out of this number Meſſts. 


Capel and Steevens are to be excepted, the 
e former 


a 


OF KING LjBAR 1g 
farmer of whom printed from that edition of 


every play which, he thought the heſt; and 


the latter, collated. the quartos ; but of him we 


| ſhall, have; occaſion. to ſpeak hereafter.) Br 


going on in this manner, editors upon editors N 
might have ſucceeded to the world's end, and 
yet the public might never have known whee i 
ther they had all the valuable readings or not. 
But if any one ſhould undertake to collate all 
the editions throughout, and faithfully, and 


publiſh all the various readings, as well thoſe 


which ſeemed, inſignificant as thoſe: that are 
valuable, the public would have ſomething to 
depend on, and the buſineſs of any future col- 
lation would be rendered unneceſſary. Theſe | 
were ſome of the hints and remarks of his 
patron, that directed the editor to the method 
he has purſued ; and to the atchievement of his 
publication it is allowed, that patience and in- 
dyfiry, rather than ſagacity, were required; as 
the Critical Reviewers ſlily obſerve; and. they 


would likewiſe ſeem to inſinuate, that the lat- 


ter is incompatible with the two former, to 


which an enterprizing genius diſdains to 
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A VI PfeAT ien 
* ' Stevens ptetended to collate the quarts 


very literal and punctuary kom five 
. bthers ſo negligent as to omit . giving ſuch 


various readings, as are very material: add in 


bis editlon we are frequentiy preſented with 

- ou nonſenſe, when, if he had care 

- collated, we might have had ſenſe from hitn. 
Here follows a ſpecimen of his minuteneſs. 


mm his tragedy of Hamer (but as he neither . 


pages nor divides his edition into acts or ſcenes, 
vo cannot direct the reader more exactiy) 


1 47 


In the text 1 Inthe car. 8 


| oy i ts 
Or -  quictas 
pol dulls into 


; The parentheſis in the fiſh euacuat 
* takes in as far as trady 


thus) 8 hugh © 
beet, | nr  entent 


* 2 Au: his * 


Here is a microſcopic genius for you, here 
is Lilliputian criticiſm with a witneſs. But the 
mis fortune 


editions only; and in ſome placeg he is 0 
minuts as to record the different ſpelling, and 


— 


* 


0 — objects, cannot ſometimes take in an ob- 


* 


PEKING A K. +4 


| minfortns is, that" Mer: Svevenss b 
which is ſo formed as to ſee füch . — : 


5 


e ee that if it had bn a 1 
bear it would have bit prog "ny EG toe 
_ inſtances in Hamlet. WO FIR _ 


: 1 | 2 1415 4% 
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« Than up e d 1 


weigh i in one of his qus, which he nagen. ts. 
Sirius POM: e | - 0 


" « Speak, I am bound to bers, 
ear is lui one of his qu s, but negledied. . 


* Perticuler HIER will tuch it,” 7 


- Thefe words are ſpelt right i in one of his Ll „ 
958 he takes no natice of it. 


« For virtue canndt fo cuacuat our old Kock, der 


evacuate is in one of his qu's, but he only 23 
te reading of another evocutar. 28 


* Be thay es hade 2. ye; K. e 
zee is in ope af his qu s, but ee 1 
© This ſomething ſerdled matte in his hors, be.. a2 


691% 


16% '* NANDICATION: 


. — tongue lick abſurd; pomp, be- e RO? 
7 eee 8 bor nor given. | 42 


rann | £0? 3 
And 6 ai ee 


ore". in one of "his qu? „ but vot e 


e 


warrant in one of his qu 's but obe. 
* This bad begins, and worse remains behind.” | regs A 
Thus i in one of his qu's, but not noticed. * 


e Make you to rouell all this matter out. , 
ravell in one of his qu 's, but not given. 


* P * * 2 * 


6 The a are oof Norway, Sir.“ 0 
They 1 in one of his qu” s, but not produced. 


£ 


| «Thea up he role; and don d his loſe, res HH 1.44 
clothes 1 in one of his qu's, but not given. 


Er one 3 bot not given.” 


- 


* 


He omits theſe words, . /, hat does this mean, 
my Lord?” which 1 0 in all the ee 


So we may asker chat the "chief end | 


Mr. Stevens * vix. ſupplying the public 
with 


br: O e * 


res romanoredirs puny 


is onticely fruſtrate, as. his edition jncthis. _ x 
ſpe@ is not to be depended on- Will Na See 
vent alledge that theſe faulta atid omiſſions are 
marks of an enterprizing genius to which 
e vninxentiye dulneſs gyar Pears a natural an- 
1 tiparhyt: : Shall, Mr.;S:cevens undertake the 


dull work of comparing the 


andy bad, pointing uncorrected) and withour 
notes, and expect the bays, for this catch- 


Penny, pick pocket performance? The worthy | 
pionger, ſay the Critical Reviewers (ot days - 
Mir. Steovens) has certainly ſome degree of 


merit. But Mr. Stecuent a an 
who cannot claim the epithet of a worthy one, 

but rather deſerves that of a lazy, faithleſs, 

; inexpert Borroꝛver, what degree of merit has 
he? What will the public achudge to him? 

The aſſes ears, or (to continue: the military 

metaphor) a cat o nine tail? ??ꝛk 

And now ſuppoſing Mir. Steauens to be the 


writer of the Review on Lrar, (and of this we 


are credibly informed) what a ridiculous figure 
514. | To | 2 8 muſt 


82 1 
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dhe, and preſent dern 10 the pub lie partially 
collated, with all their blunders (falle ſpelling 


| 
| 
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— — and chat 
ul his n Wit ane hemmt were fliccd soge! 
Pher to HAIR EM WO Nies & back Or Nad 
he Forgot lle ever püblimec; an edition of SBuke- 
uu puis the Kettle, Wheti the mehinmed 
the pot; did not bear in find' rat the Geſerved 
tlie fam : latisti Bere. 10 iow Wan 
dt thit & fuftff uf ag Platt eelfator is wor 
thy of priliſt, wwe are backed Fri Cr 0 any 
tie editors of Hamit nd edition.” They 
Have given Dine vation! readings bm 9H 
7 au A Loher (Got Hey think' th / moſt 
Aſhe Editors) whith ate tquilly ig wif- 
'earit” Wich thoſe in Drar paint whfeh· Ne 
Wzttelt Reviewers -obje@;\and Torre of them 
er for eample, U JOUGRI dle. 
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3 1 not hetn io lucky as td have diſcovered, 1 | 
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Saad deen bine abe ahnt ian 
ä agk DION: e 
Tnokald-andi Capel, — 
account; of tha bour and diffiaulty af col: 
lating. And ſhall the editor of Laas be blamed 
for doing that ſort of buſineſs, for the neglect of 
which the Oxford editors. think they ought to 
beg parden? ©: boa], vet NN 312: of * 
The editor of Lear collates ali the. madern 
editions: as well. as; the, old quartos and folios, - 
by which means the public will. he gut in paſr 
ſeſſion of all the editions in one, aud will have 
all the yarious readings, as well the gagjecturgl 
ones of the modern, as thoſe; of the old edi- 
tions, and theſe in ane. view. 1 
editor f Leu aſſums ſame. {mall merit for 
thus ſmgething the way ite the reading of 
Sbaleſde ant, Ind caſing the ęritical peruſer of 
'the::$rouble! of; turning over many volumas 
ud chis without the imputation ne : 
lu pgiobngiþe had done. nothing elſe., | 


dchvt the Critical Reviewers.tell is they hexe 


alli this oſte marion . 22 
50 3 reading 
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rragop of King Leer. ia anſwer o this, ou 

reading was —— ith er 
printer of 'the'Gazerteer, "witch was thought 
ae gc M19 19411 tf OY 


l Nel 


wt js here,” 4 


Where Pry is judged 2 to * more pro- 
perly oppoſed to baniſument than feadom (the 
reading of the modern editions) this laſt being 
[ better oppoſed to avery. Bur this reſtored 
reͤading the Critieat Reeietwers reject, _ 
| it nonſenſe. Baniſiment, fay they, which 
«6 may be conſidered as an act of deſpotiſm 
„(a round about way to come at their ſenſe 
of the paſlage) is ſignificantly oppoſed to 
4 freedom, but friendſhip has no propriety at 
all. A man may be baniſhed into freedom, 
% but canot be baniſhed to his friends.“ 
Out of 'their own mouths' let the Critical Re- 
viewers ſtand condemned; for if there is no 
Froptiety in friendſhip lives hence, there can be 
none in baniſhment''is here. They will ſee, if 
"IO any ad . 4 man can „ a 
be 
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a — his friends when he thts 


at home with them, that he can be with them 


when he is abroad, and baniſhed from them. 


Jut this is mere trifling. 16 chere no . 


priety in a poetical paſſuge becauſe it is not 


ſtrictly true? The Critical Reviewers ſeem to 
be wholly unacquainted with rhetorical figure 
in poetry. Will theſe ſavage unlicked critics 
object to the following words of Dido to neas 


(and which may be not improperly applied to 
themſelves) will W e to eee becauſe 


he erte e 


| | 4 
0 * . p 5 
wb , : * T4 
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fb, nn duris genuit.te e horrens 


40 « Caucaſus, Hyrcanzque admorunt ubera ae 5 2 i 


0 or to the following of Satan in Milton | 


marr 6,4 ird Yo” v4: Av W 


i 4 ——Al good 0, me is 8 1 TR, * ef , 2 


"m7 6 Evi, be chou my good,” —— > Pry 


"If Friendſhip cannot Hive Folk bons (which 7 


indeed is no impoſſibility); by more than a pa- 


rity of reaſon, evil cannot be good. There- 
fore by the ſame rule the CriticaF Reviewets 


muſt pronounce the above words of Aon 
f n But to reaſon with men char ſeem 


C3 to 


ty have: nd taſty id pbstry⸗ +26 cheer clin 
WN Do o fall the men'erities ?- 1 5 
But they 4rv''philolpheragoate they not 
Grvat adepts ia aliſdermm and truth; they adm 
ef no falſhœod, u fiction, even in a post; they 
all ho paradotes:. Ther fore, ſay they, 
though a man may de ſtid to be bariiſhed 
when hy is at hene, yet he candot be ſaid — 
live with his Friends in u foreign country, he 
cannot cuklvate a frieudſhip abroad. '$6ed / 
ptrilafophers ure the Oritioal Nevie wers! 
But what will you think of them when they 
call, the reforing of this reading from the old 
quartos (allowed to be the moſt avthentic/edi- 
tions) 6 abandoning fene in Favour of non- 
« ſenſe, ànd mirodutint blunders into the t 
« merely for the ſake of doing ſomething . 
« where nothing Was requifite to be done, 
« and treating the play with more ſeverity 
« than eber the hero of it ſuffered from his 
ce ungrate ful daughters.“ Did ye ever hear 
of fach ee e Plone: philoſo- 
phi geſt FE 11 Id 47 
Bat these men, ws hatin 4 a | 
abour preſerving ſtrict en poetry, pay no 


TY - l regard 


o K LN 8 L BjA 1. 


egen, 10 it when k neh 40 he fegaudedlj- 
I was ſaid in the letter 0 the printer of the 
Ganetteer,. + Some hill think this, reading, 
4  Friend/bif Jives, hence, c. f fame. value. 
The. Critical Reviemers in their anſwer fays 
he ſingle reading which one of theſe zea - 


. They are nat aſhamed to print a di- 
regt falſhood to anſwer their n little a 
views, thaugh ſure of being deteg ed. 


In their conjeuees about the — his. 


letter they ſhew their great, ſagueity. t is 
difficult they fay)-far.any h t ce al 
his profeſſion.“ rrvilt ĩs very caſi (We may 


anſwer) to conceal it from ſuch dinners as the 
Critical Reviewers, for they havehAd che mi- 
fortune to be out in all their comic useg dt 
cerning us. Becauſe the Writer ofthis detter 


quoted ſcripture, they ꝓerceixe the Panſon 


peeping through: moſt profoundicopjeQurexs! 
None but a parſon quotes ſcripture Burda 


Ade aut, the writer gyas no parſon 17 
They day Wb e e 
4 dies very. ee utters bas Crit 


22 


weib alete ping nut as. ſupremely. ina tant, 


\ 
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«< ity, which, on ſo ſlighit an occaſion; we de- 
« ride ; and with a licentiouſdeſs and profatie-' 
« neſs, which on all occaſions we deteſt. The 
flight occaſion was this: ehe writer of the letter 
had convicted them of malevolence, miſrepre· 
ſentation, and direct falſhood; but they think 
this too flight" an ' occaſion for introdueing 
ſeripture. The Critical Reviewers may tra- 
duce, may miſrepreſent; may lie, may be diſ- 
honeſt; theſe are trifling ſins with them: and 
if you correct their vices by ſeriptute, you are 
eu and profane 15 
Baut to return to Lear. Wo do adde tact 
3 are many readings retrieved in this play 
from the old editions; w they are va- 
Juable or not, we leave to the nen deter- 
mine, but not to the Critical Reviewers, who, 
if we ſhould call them of ſome value, will ſay 
that we think them ſupremely important, and 
will nen nee . Y "_ 
at all. | 
But beſides: . reſtored. ane hs are 
alſo ſome conjectural ones of our own, where- 
i of they have taken no notice, and therefore we 
ſuppoſe they have no En to make to 
them In 
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— Hake ilk Hl 
ay, . We Mill entertain our former opinion 
_ « of this brat"of impotence, which was fathered 
by one of the parties concerned, and rid- 
« wifed A other two into the world; . 
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« And that (as King Richard ſays) lamoly and inpexfeftly 
| 46 „That dogs bark at it as it Rats by them,” de 


&. ** 
1 1 


Who are theſe dogs that bark at it? Do the 
Critical Reviewers call themſelves by this op- 
probrious name, for they are certaiiily the 
barkers? They call Lear à brat ef impotence: 
that it is a child of labour and induſtty, they 
have allowed; but wherein its impotency con- 
ſiſts, they have not proved: It ſtands upon the . 
legs of all the editions that went before, and 
gives all their different readings: is this à proof 

of its lameneſs and imperfection? Had it been 
auilty of great omiſſions, this might have be- 
ſpoke its imperfoction; or had it mutilated and 
mang led its author, it might have been charged 
| _—_ lameneſs and impoten e: 

ln the dedication'they-accuſe the editor of 
a creeping ſervility of ſtile, and therefore con- 
1 3 dodicator to be no other than the 
patron's 


arceping ſeryility in the ſtile of the dedication. 


pole. But, to mond the matter, when they 


26. A VIN DleArIoN 
Patranꝰs moſt;obſequious chaplain, .The chap- 


lain, had no hand in it. But that there ig a 


is h far. from being che truth, that any ane 
who takes the trouble to read the ſame will be 
ſurprized to find it remarkable for its plainneſs, 
aud chat not one word of praiſe is beſtowed on 
the patron, no fingle epither is applied to him, 
nor js there apy thing in it which has the Jeaſt 
appearance of adulatian ; the bare acknowledg- 
ment af abligations and a comman civility of 
ſtile. is all that appears. 
But any ane who: x6ads the Review will he 


apt 40 lay that the editor, thaugh he has not 


praiſed his patron, has prailed his library, has 
called it usluale. No ſuch thing; the Crir 


tical Revicwers have inſerted this word as part 


of the dedication, which is no where to be 1 


ond in it. This word of heir on putting 


in was the only one upon Which they could 


lay any ſoundstion for their charge of adule- 


tion, and no doubt was inſerted hr that pur- 


ate, told by che letter. in he. Guzatieer that this 
enen cheir 0pm invention, * | 


| — — 2 this, letter 
64 to. declare, that the library of the fad. Mr. 


Fennaus is neither unluable not extenſive, - 
«. and" therefore retract the epithets they had” 
«inadvertently beſtowed on ſo inſigniſicant - 
„collection. What rricking, dirty work 
is this ä 

e ee een ſay uo mare of Ma n. 
nens s library; but for the ſake of truth, and 
to confute theſe inſolent perverters of lan- 
| guage, we muſt aſſert, that i at is both valuable 
and extenſive, if that which abounds with the 
beſt authors in almoſt every branch of litera» | 
ture, and the bare writing the catalogue of - 
which coſt upwards: of one e n, 
ee be called ſo. 

But, ſay they, We do not e 
_ 5:-extenſive libtary was at all neceſſary to fur. 
„ iſh out the minutiæ of eritioiſm, Which 
* ſubmitted to our opinion.. Some li- 
brary was neceſſary; and this dibraty the Cri- 
2 Wenn _ hal T0 agg 


* 


* 
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Hive run in his — — 1 
Aeleſt to hoſt library, to have written, 

Of to that part of whoſe library — 
Mey to the publication F "King Lear; ind 
ey would have had him vrite of Gopſal, not 


#6 
1 1 


A 15 'Gopſal. If theſe are not the minutiæ of eri - 


ticiſm, as well as "abſurdities' in n what 
are? | 
And here * would Unserer töne whe edi | 
woe of Lear ſubmitted his work to their opi- 
"Hon ; they will be petpetually inſinuating 
| Hiiſhoods ; the editor never ſubmitted it, el 
then could it be ſubmitted?! j 
3 Critical Reviewers tell the public, 
„ This play is uſhered into the world with an 
-«-attempt''to demoliſn the reputation of for- 
« mer editions;“ this b is * 
on the' following words eos $47 6 
4 It will appear to — who will give 
4 'Himſelf the trouble of examitiation, that no 
1 fair and exact collation of Shikeſpeare n 
«Jet been preſented to the public“ 
Ay if this is not the truth, why are Wo 
adit diflatisfied with all the editions chat 


FOIA have 


QF, ENG: L BA. * * 


have: yet appgared. If Pope's edition was to 
be eſteemed - a, perfect one, what, need, Was 
| there of other editions, and why; for inſtance 
did Dr. Johnſon. publiſh? Did, nt every. ſuc. 

oceding editor by publiſhing Shakgſdeare; afreſh 


ſuggeſt that the foregoing editions were faulty | 
and imperfect, and has not every ſucceeding 


editor thus attempted to demolith/the: nn. 
tion of his predeceflors? 0 199: vat 
nth 9 700 the preſent haberdaſher,. * they, | 
20 0 ſmall literature (could they think of 6 
« nickname for him but one that ſo exactly 
« ſuits themſelves, the retailers of other mend 
« works by ſcraps and parcels ?) ſhould' have 
© diſs vered 4 animoſity againſt Aa 'Pogs, 
1 %a Warburton, to whoſe names they join thit = 
4% of a Juhyſen), might be accounted for, from | 
the natural antipathy 1 uninventive dut- 
1 neſs ever bears to ente zing genius oh 
(boy, great adn ure ſoever 1 Critical Re- 
viewers may defire t to be thou ght of theſe en- 
terpriz ing ge geniuſes, We 8 > verily believe, had 
they lived in tt he days af tlie rſt: mentioned, 
he would not have failed to have *honoured | 
them with a place i in his Dune 225 '« Bat 
6 (they 
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2 80 e) in the nume ef oll tho much 
iappened it · that ha could treat his 
—— brocher Cape with ſueh unkind ſeve- 
rity?" Aud this they ſay in order to intro- 
doce th e followin couplet to abuſe My, Copel 8 
Aut the editor of Lear withal, >: : 46414 N 


4 | 
$14: 924 Hy, $1543 N af, Huis „ 41 21 


ebend with xrafon wicked wit bor, ubs 
But fool with fool is baſs; "Sl war.“ 1 10 2933 


No 2 ih t 1 J me a of all the e oyfler-wenthes at 
of Biling ſyate, "who daily and nit ghely i in- 


fs 9 Critical. Rover, what 0 they 
Bn; Mf by abuſing in this "{elrritoys' manner 


7 — t Lf, not Know, 4 and without proof 
oft ini 45 the names th e upon 
MO it rot 


them is laft reſoutce of impotent 

Ws, hee, reaſon ang tri ruth & not ſtand 

abcix, f rie | 11 3144 44 $064k 44. ga! 

No, . ey woul ud” "rank © themſelves 

5 among the 1 wit in 10 above coup let; 

1 2 

1 we allow. them wit enough' to be Wicked . 

They haye a reat deal of t at Tow wit aud 
and.cunping that qualify"a juggler or gamb 


"but JW become a fair 200 n bees l wm" 
g 14 0 


9 0 
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1e —— fay thy; $0066 
e pfttaliee Uf literaty reputati par 
a cönzdly infitthat ; and an editor wo P- 
aittonized fpbuld have difduiaed fucht 725 
4 larceny. V may not be ale. to U. 
ech aguinft ene edition of 'Mr. Ciel; bt they, 
che wicked wits)" may call him biockhea and 
50 ut 1647 pfeaftre. But what do tie Hb 
ler alt editor ö patrdrm ed“ NRidieuldds 
enbugk! They ſcem not to ünderſtand *He 
Udtthrtionn uſe een ee Mr. Jene 
18 A ge ue, 2003) 1, nee, NO. -. 
ben Bit det u WOW a> Titel mee of the Wi; 
ey go 0n;' = Phoitght for the- Nervich of" ine 
author he might have“ been tempted; Hie 
1: Phince FH, to Hate Ie n Mal 
I r Heere 4 ir tollifters, or · even d 
e out ved Domah, e de 25 we | 
"6 het"; yer he hbuld not withh'BarlolY flibe 
« deſcended to filch a lutecaſe; wii Piet to 
'% mr ® Wor uber Huff; bt with! Fo 20 
do make a bänktupt of Mrs. LER 
„is Al this ſtüff? Here metaphots e . 
"ſerve chat name) are heaped bn not ade 
hes hide merning, aud ib s Brea pl — | 


duce — — 


Tele we diſagree, in, our; critical opinions. 
Al that they, are the wicked wits- 1 


They weuld: be loth 40 count a buſhelł of | 
heat for a Wager! (uery apt metapharſ) 


Who wants, them? The wheat was indeed 
Arpſegted by- us, to, the, public ready threſhed, 
Fhe Critical, Reviewers have been ſo good, as 
da winnom out: fore of the chaff, let them go 
on winnowing if they will; winnowing is 


: . , they live, upon: che Caf and 


oe of 


| every, literary: production, and much 
8894, 


may it do hem! Or let them, ocgupy 


fines of journeymen harbera under Ryans 
"apy Courtier, If they are critica;fuſficiently fri- 


M3 diſcoyer which. hairs are black and which 
White ; it might, turn to better account than 


rexie ming. Na W114 01 ele 


Jab pi hd more, metaphors, ..or alluſions, or 


or what, do they,Icall them}, To 
| opt bow, many ſand: compoſe a mountain, is 
I a wor k of great time and, patience z, but 


30 bod « out Hen mary moments compoſe an age, 


9 
Tt aut, is 
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is performed in, a, few; moments by an ea 
proceſs, in common arithmetic. Have the Cri- 
- tical Reviewers: no mathematician among = 

them ſcientific: enough to ſolve this problem, 
that they make uſe of this unlucky. alluſion? 
1 Are theſe gentlemen, who upon occaſion can 
1 talk ſo glibly of Sir I. Newton, Des 'Cantes, 
Kepler, and other famous mathematicians, 
. 6 e ie ee e eee 
| an. eaſy ſum in reduftion? nnn 

It would as ill have become a * Plas 

6« to have gathered pebbles or cockleſhells, as 
« 1A Pope or Warburton to chronicle ſuch ſmall 
« beer as falſe orthography.” It is very un- 
lucky for theſe gentlemen that they will be 
waking uſe of hard words, though at the ſame 
time they do not ſeem to underſtand the mean- 
ing, of them; they could not be content with 
. a yery proper, ſhort, eaſy, Engliſh. word, via. | 
ſpelling, which the greater part of their read- 
eers as well as themſelves would better have 
1 vnderſtood, and which would have led them 
| into no ſerape: but they will have a word of 
Greek derivation, with an intent to ſhew their 
learning and to puzzle their readers, but with 


4 * * 

. : 4 * 

„ . 4 : 

* q 2 - 
- 
. 
9. 
* * 12 = 
1 


4% A VINDICAT TON 


albrable Iriſh bull, falſe right ſpelling Bur 


however (as Evans ſays of Slender) their mean- 
my is tvot, they would have no ſuch ſmall 
beer as falſe ſpelling chronicled; and in this 
they determine wiſely for themſelves, for 
they have brewed and exhibited to ſale ſome 
bf this kind of ſmall beer in their criticiſms 
on us; but this ſame ſmall! beer was intended 
to be made of Greek malt. A $ converted the. 
word profirneneſs into Greek derivation'®, So 
we muſt own that as their phraſe falſe ortbo- 
priphy is very learned nonſenſe, ſo thelr Falſe 
ſpelling, pr/ophanentſe, is very learned pſtudo- 
graphy. From the ſame kind of ambition to 
appear a great ſcholard, that animates the en- 
Terprizing boſdms of the Critical Reviewers, 
it was that'a certain peaſant, whoſe name was 


.; 


7 * 3 if ſpate with pb mnt} be of Gan 3 
tion, and 1 in that caſe (being derived from wpopane), will | fig- 


nify clearneſs & or Ferſpicuity ; ; but profane is derived from the 


Vatin prvfattus, i; e. protul a fund. We mould have ſuld 
nothing of their falſe ſpelling here, ab they have been told 
i in before, did nos cheſe incotrigible critics ſtill perſiſt in 


Tie this word wrong. 
2 Richard, 


er KINGS LEAR. 3. 


: Ehen and who could: juſt write it, way 
7 iu not to ſpell it in the low and vulgar 


Ss wan but in a more leamed manner, and ſu 
: wileto-#i:chord, For the future we would 
4 adviſe the Critical Reyiewers to derive all the 
n conveniently may from the Greeks 
becauſe it ſhews more learning, and is eaſily 
dont by this method they have found out of 
converting / into ph. So in the next edition 
of their review on us we hope they will not 
beafraid to alter the words, - foo/- to pb 
Jecced"to 20000 Jileh to eh _ to "gh 
bee; Ge 
„„ Charley Fentiens, nn * a 
«cal ſpectacles, &c.— day grace the fat — 
* Plump/fay grace, &c. &. To this fort 
of , or clowniſh, or bear-garden, or what- 
8 ever kind of wit or buffoonry the public ſhall 
1 ſee fit to call it, we reply nothing; we only 
aſk this ciyil queſtion, where had cheſe * 
gentlemen their edugation? 
"RN "Ther we ihres forts of people that theſe 
Reviewers ſeem to bear a mortal antipathy to, 
"viz." the old, the fat, and the induſtrigus: 
_ . we havo great reaſon to conclude 
Y its; D 2 that 


* 
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that none of them are either old, or fat, or 
induſttious. Young, unfledged niels We 
think they have ſufficiently proved themſelves 
to be; and criticiſm in ſuch hands, eſpecially 
when unaccompanied by induſtry, is not 
likely either to thrive itſelf, 'or to batten its 
owners. 5 

But they think; contrary to all the Ne 
pheve that went before them, that age is not 
the proper period for criticiſm. It is their 
opinion that long experience does not improve 
the Judgement ; that a life ſpent in ſtudy does 
not ripen the mental abilities; that a man may 
know more in twenty or thirty years than he 
can in ſixty or ſeventy ; and that thoſe, who 
are acquainted with the ' firſt rudiments of 
learning only, are better qualified for criticks 
than thoſe who have e all the n 
of ſcience. 1 
Concerning the oothonditity of FM pio- 
ture from which the mezzotinto print of 
Shakeſpeare was taken, they have dropt the 
controverſy; and we are very glad they have 
ſo much ſenſe and modeſty left as to find out 
"tie impudence and 6 they have been 


a guilty 


* 
* 
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gullty of, in calling in queſtion a pictut they”. 
have never ſeen, and without any provocation * 
abuſing a- perſon whom the generality of the 
world have thought fit to eſteem an artiſt that 
excels in the higher branches of painting, and 
of whoſe performances Mr. Jennens has many} 
though his collection cannot be ſaid to be filled 
with them (as the Critical Reviewers ſay they 
hear) their number being inconſiderable when 
compared with the whole collection. 

They ſay, We ſtill adhere to our former 
& opinion, that the ſoul of the mezzotinto is 
not the ſoul of Shabeſpeare. Who ſaid it 
was? The ſoul of a picture cannot be the ſoul 
of a man; but a picture may be lite a man's 
ſoul, when it is made to expreſs thoſe qualities 
and diſpoſitions which we diſcover him PH ws 
writings to have been poſſeſt of. | 

« While Mr. Fennens (ſay they) hate 

company with men who look for the ſoul 
of Shakeſpeare no further than a mezzotinto, 
there is great reaſon to ſuſpect that the poet 
and the critic: will continue ſtrangers.“ 
How do they know that the men Mr. Jennent 
5 company with look for the ſoul of | 

444% Shake- 


A IN DI CAT ON: 


no further inan 4 merzotinte f 
% — heard of thoſe artiſts named Phy- 

r „ who have been able to diſcovor 
en e men by diligently conſidering 
heir. perſons; but theſe wonderful critics pro 
tond to ſind out the whole that is in the heart 
of 'a man without ſeeing or having the leaſt 
knowledge of him. If the Critical Reviewors 
know any thing of the foul of Shakeſpeare, 
they will find it very different from _— 
* Was: all nature, a ſoul | 


* 


« / Whery every God did cen ts et his foul, | 
« To give the world aſſurance of a man. 3 


& 4 


Theirs are pr #ternatural wol a Relplum 8 Scal- 
cath (as the phi loſophers of Brobdingnag de- 
termined concerning the body of Gulliver ) a 
luſus naturæ—theirs are irrational fouls, 
They take a civil farewel of Mr. Fenhens 
(after their' ſcandalous abuſe” of him and His 
| friends) | in the following words, (Vale, Fen- 
« nine nofter ! literatorum omnium minim prin- 
1 Ceſs {— Arrogance ill becomes the man 
' commences critick at a time of life, when 
4 the little judgement and fauey he ever poſ- 
—_ ſeſſed, 


or K 1INO 1 EAA Wu, 


4 ſeſſod, ate both in their decline be 
gance? Where have they bewertet, 
dow of any thing like it in Mr. Jenuem 7 — 
it is their misfortune to ſee with eyes ſo jaunt; 
diced-by ſelf-conceit, envy, malevolence, aud © 
mercenary - views, that what to other men 
appears modeſty, is in their fight boaſting; 
plainneſs and mere urbanity of ſtile are with 
them cteeping ſervility and adulation; black 
is white, and white black. Mr. Jennent they 

know not: how then can they tell what judg- 
ment or fancy he either has poſſeſſed or does 
poſſeſs? How dare they pronounce them irile, 
when they are wholly unacquainted with the 
man? Is not this the higheſt degree of ſtupid 
artogance and infolent preſumption in them? 


# 
Shall theſe gentlemen, who have taken all the * 
pains they could o convince the world how | 


deficient they are both in judgement and fancy, 
preſume to fit umpires upon the underſtanding 
of a perſon they know nothing of? This is a 
full proof of their deficiency in widerflunding 
as well as in breeding. Let them no longer 
call themſelves gentkmen, fince they cinnot 
Nr. claim to the latter ; and we can ſcarcely 
allow 


* Die Anion | 


allow; them the, name, of nen, while they lem 
deter wine to renounce the focmen , bn 
Thus we have done what we thought ne- 
 geflary, for, Lear, and convicting the Critical 
Are of thoſe blunders and bad qualities 
of almoſt every kind that debaſe a critic; 
They, have ſhewed their excellent genius for 
| ſatire in their attack on us: They, will, we 
ſuppoſe, be furniſhed by and by with an occaz 
ſion of ſhewing their abilities for eulogium 
when the new. n of ms friends ſhall | 
appear, binn 1% Wü 


For here is Mr. 8 a wretched WR 
tor, who frequently omits material readings, 


and at other times is very exact in giving the 
moſt trifling ones — for the text —and Dr. 
' .Fohnſon, whoſe commentaries fright common 
ſenſe out of the regions of criticiſm—for the 
notes. Theſe editors are to be celebrated. and 


defended. by the Critical Reviewers. 


„We do poſitively aſſure the Critical Re- 
viewers, that no ſuch fatal dream as they 
mention about a garland of bays, Se. -hap- 
pened to us. It is for poets or authors to 
dream of bays; ; an editor, any more kane 
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wie. Hans. ren, handſomely, wied ;the 955 "Hy 
boch them, which, they, in 


* Wee ently pur | 8 
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of Lilliput, little prong ok 'out © 

his pocket. Neither ef D fung from 
the race of the immogg! Gulliver, but ſuch as 
his deſcendant * has in his literary peregrina- 
tions unfortu nately blundered on. Farewel, 

ye Critical Reviewers, children of thoſe illuſ⸗ 

trious philoſophers pf alu banti, Fho ſoftened 
marble into pillows and pincuſhions; who 
extracted ſun · beams from cucumbers, and 
: 00 from human excrement; who began 


Cen Review, vol. xxx1, p. 84, near the bottom. 
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